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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

DATE: Jung 21,2000

REVIEWER: DOE

GENERAL COMMENTS

clarification of the definition for the ACGC and the definition of onsite
for waste management purposes.

i CGeneral General The REVRA WP and associated documents need to be modified to Comment Noted:
refiect all the field work at TSF-26 {i.¢. stockpile and wooden box
bagging and placement into the RPSSA) and TEF-06 {.e. rad survey of | The RD/RAWP will document all field work at these two sites to
the overburden, removal of contaminated material greater than the FRG | support post-ROD sampling and will be included in section 2.9 of the
and placement into the RPSSA, scraping of the remaining overburden, BIVRAWP. All supporting documents will reference back to Section
and then rad survey of the native TSF-06 soil) that has been performed | 2.9 of the RD/RAWPE.
to support the post-ROD sampling
2 General General Please include air modeling (CAP-88) for the soils removal at TSF-26. Comment Noted:
This site is not currently inchuded in the modeling.
Work at TSF-26 soils removal will be included in the re-run of the air
modeling software CAP-88.
3 General {3eneral Please revise section 5.2.9, Waste Management to provide additional Comment Incorporated:

Section 5.2.9 has been revised to read as follows:

“Remedial actions planned at Test Area North under the OU 1410
Record of Decision and this RDVRAWP will generate secondary waste,
including Industrial, low-level, and mixed waste. These waste streams
will be managed within the CERCLA Arca of Contamination {(AD()
associated with the corresponding remedial actions. The ADC for the
TSF-06 and TSF-26 sites, for waste management purposes, is shown in
Figure 5-2. Treatment, storage, and disposal facilities within the
boundaries of the INEEL (e.g. WROC, RWMC, ICDF) are considered
0 be onsiie for the purpose of CERCLA waste management.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

BOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remedial Desigr/Remedial Action Work Plan for the Test Aree North, Operable Uit 1-10, Group 1 Sites (Draftl, Field Sampiing Plan for Remedicd
Desigry/Remedicd Action Sampling and Field Screening of Growp § Sites at Waste Sreg Group 1, Gperable {nit 1-10 (Drafil, Operations and Maintenance Pla for Test

Areg North, Qperable Unit 1-18 (Draft), Waste Monagement Plan for the Test Area North, Operable Unir 1-19 Group { Siies Remediad Action {(Drafi)

DATE: June 21, 2000

REVIEWER: DOE

All waste streams generated a3 2 result of the remedial action will be
managed in accordance with the Waste Management Plan for TAN OU
1-10 Group | Sttes Remedial Action (INEEL 2000

4 General {eneral Please revise the cost estimate and schedule based on current INEEL Comment Incorporated:
Detailed Work Plan.
The RE/BRAWY cost estimate and schedule will be modified based on
the current INEEL Detailed Work Plan between the draft final and final.
3 General General Please modify the text where it references IDHW or DEQ o reflect the | Comment Incorporated, the text will be modified.

recent change to Idaho Deparmment of Environmental Quality (IDEQ).

Page 2 of 3

July 21, 2000



PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMERT TITLEMESCRIPTION:

“omprehensive Remedial Desien/Remedial Action Work Plan for the Test Avea North, Operable Uit 110, Group I Sites {Drafi), Field Sempling Plon for Bemedial

DATE: June 21, 2000

BEVIEWEHR: DOE

& General

Please revise the O&M Plan 1o improve the organization of Sections 3,

4, and 5 to mwore cloarly address implementation requirements,
inspection requirements, and reporting reguirements for the four areas
of (s, EM, O&M, and S-vear reviews,

Comment Incorporated:

Sections 3, 4, and § of the docuwment have been revised to more clearly
present:

Section 3 - A description of the reguirements for institutional
conirols, snvironmental monitoring, site specific operations and
maintenance, and fve-vear reviews.

Section 4 - A description of pperations and mainienance
implementaiion including organization and responsibilities and
requirements for condusting moniioring, maintenance, inspections,
and repairs,

Section 5 - A summary of reporting requirements for institutional
controls, environmental monitoring, site specific operations and
maintenance, and five-year reviews,

Section | has been revise {o present the sbove summary of the
subsequent sections.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

BOCUMENRT TITLEDESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remedial Design/Remedial Action Work Plan for she Test drea Novth, Operable Unit 1-10. Growp 1 Sites (Draft), Field Sampling Plan for Remedial

DATE: June 9, 2000

REVIEWER: [DHW/DEQ

GENERAL COMMENTS

in the QU 110 ROD, the Disposal Pond {TSF-07) discussion in the Description
of Selected Remediss indicates that soil sampling will be performed at the pond
for the same contaminants found i the TSE-035 injection well in order 1o support
an NLCT determination for the TSF-07 surface sotls. Howsver, the RD/RA
workplan doss not deseribe any sampling o complete the task, or conversely,
mdicate why the task wss not nesessary. IDE(YRCRA has indicated that an
RELCH deternunation is only required for volumes of soil that are destined for
disposal, and that is why NLCT sampling st TSF-07 was probably not discussed.
Howsver, an explanation i required in the appropriste section of this document
explaining why this sampling wiil nof be done, otherwise there s the appearance
of non-compliance with the ROD,

The commenior 5 correct that an explanation is needed. A new second
paragraph {above the notel will be added o Section 1.3.1.2 that states, “The OU
1-10 ROD states that no-longer confained-in (NLCT) sampling will be performed
at the Disposal Pond {T8F-07). Howsver, the IDEQ hag indicated that a MLCY
determination is used to remove RURA waste codes for generated wastes, The
Limited Action remedy at the Disposal Pond will not generate wastes that will
require a NLCT determination for disposal. Theretfore, a NLOT determination and
NLCT sampling are not reguired for the Disposal Pond (TSE-07)”

Specific Comments

Lasi buflet on P.o3-2 Please provide an estimate as i0 when the design drawings will be completed, The design drawings will not be incorporaied into the final revision of this
page te., will the resulis of the post-ROD sampling at TSF-0S Area B and TSF-26 be | document. These drawings will be sent onos available. The project team will
gvailable in time to incorporate these results into the drafl final of this document. | provide these drawings to IDEQ and FPA as preliminary drawings for conference
A comment response will suffice rather than sny changes o text. call discusston as svon as they are prepared. When the drawings are finslized
they will be incorporated into the RIVRAWP through an INEEL Document
Action Request (DAR).
Figurs 1-2 and P 1-5and I-6 Realizing that this is a draft, please ensure in the final that the shading denoting Shading ip Figures 1-2 and 1-3 will be darkened in future revisions of this

1.2
i~z

the siies is more distingt

document 1o snsure the contaminased areas are very distingt.

Page 1 of 14

July 21, 2000



PROJECT BOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remedial Design/Semedial Action Work Plan for the Test Area North, Operable Unit 119, Group 1 Sites {({raft), Field Sumpling Plan for Remedial

Area Norh, Qoerable Unit §-10 (Draft), Waste Manggement Plan for the Test Area North, Operable Unit 1-80 Group § Sites Remedial Action (Drafih

BATE: Jups 9, 2000

REVIEWER: _IDHW/DED

For the FRGs shown, indicats in a foutnote which FROs are Hinked to g period of

instifutional control

D 1o the addition of Tables 1-1 and 1-2, the original Table {1 is now Table
1~3. Fooinote “a” will be added following 23.3 pCifg in the rows for the Soil
Contamingtion Area South of the Turmntable (TSF-06, Area B), Disposal Pond
(TEF-07), and the PM-2A Tanks (T8F-26). Footnote “g” will state, “The final
remuediation goal of 23.3 pCi/g for Ce-137 st this site will sllow unresiricted land
use in 100 years, Therefore, institutional controls will be used at this site untif it
is available for unrestricted land use. The WAG 1 instiutional controd plan
{DOE-1D 20002} will implement all institutional control requirements for

WAG 1

b
-
dt

o

First paragraph - The description {dimensions) of the Soil Contamination Area
in this paragraph does not conour with the shaded arca shown on Figure 1-2,
which depicts a rectangular area slong Snake Avenue (described in the second
paragraph) rather than the trlangular area deseribed in this paragraph, Bis
asswned the narrative is describing the total area surveyed for contamination in
Area B regardless the narrative and figure do not concur, and a suggestion
wonild be o add additional brief text to explain the difference betwesn the texi
description and figure. An alternative suggestion would be 1o simply put the
reference to “(Figure 1-2)” into the second paragraph after the dimensions for
the contaminated area. Then the dimensions and text would appesr o be mors
in agreement,

First paragraph:

The major portion of the tiangulsr area at TSF-06 Arca B was remediated during
the O 10-06 removal action, and the remaining contamination is in s rectangular
patiern slong and under Snake Avenue, as indicated in Figure 1-2. However, the

comninentor is correct that Section 1.2.1 and the shaded area gt TRF-0% Asea B do

not necessarily concur.

Figure 1-2 will be revised in this REVRAWP 1o indicate the trisngular shape
bounded by Snake Avenoe on the south and formed by the former railroad track
tumtable on the vorth, the track on the cast, and the road on the west will be
shaded and labeled TSF-06 Arca B. An additional label will be used to indicate 2
differently shaded area {the rectangular srea curvenily shown as TSF-06 Area B
iny Figure 1-2) that is the remalning contamination st TSF-08 Area B, This
shaded area will also include the section of Snake Avenue adjacent to TSE-06
Ares B. 1 is comrect that only the remaining contamingtion & TSP-06 Area B
wil! be remediated.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

Comprefunsive Remedial Design/Remedial Action Wark Plan for the Test Area Noveh, Qperable Unit 3-10, Group 1 Sites {Drafi), Field Sampling Plan for Remediad

Areq North, Operable Unit 1-£0 (Drafth, Waste Managemant Plan for she Test dreg North, Querable Unit 1-10 Group 1 Sites Remedial Action (Draft

BATE: June 8, 2000

REVIEWER: _IDHW/DEQ

Co add information about possible contamination under Snake Avenue, and the

be disposed, not “when” the waste will be disposed.. If there is agreement,
please change.

4 {cont.}
Snake Avenue removal, new semences will be added after the revised second
sentence {above), which state, “Ceslum-137 contaminated soll is suspecied to
extend underneath Snake Avenue. The TSF-06 remedial action will include
removing the Seake Avenue ssphalt, samplng the saderlving solls for Cs-137,
and excavating soils exceeding the Cs-137 FRO of 23.3 pCifg under Snake
Avenue, 10 a maximum depth of 3 m (30 &) bes”
5 1.2.4 Last P18 Please note that the siatement in the next 1o last sentenge, “.., 60 excavation will The commentor is correct that it is not yot finalized whether the Fust Leak site
paragraph be performed at the Fuel Leak site.”, is dependent on the review of the RBCA will not require remediad action. However, sfier conversations with DEQ RBCA
anatysis in Appendix G, This statement, bere and elsewhere in this drafl, may personnel, the project tearn believes the RBCA mwodel is accurate and that it
be subiect to revision in the drafl Soal based on the Appendix G review and verifies the site dogs not reguire remedial action
subsequent, i any, changes reguired.
Do changes were made o the ekt
& 1311 £1-10 Please make the information provided here concerning the FRG consistent with The third sentence will be revised o, “Bxcavation will involve removal of soils
the mivrmation provided in Table 1-1, or, as suggested in previous comments, above 23.3 pCiig Cs-137 1o 2 maximum depth of 3 m (30 #), and includes
footnoting the table, eontaminated soil that may be dentified under Snake Avenue as part of the TSF-
06, Area B remedial action.”
7 2.2.2 Second B 22 This statement is consistent with the Section 1.3.1.1 discussion, but is not The second bullet will be revised to, “Excavation of contaminated soil exceeding
bulizt consistent with Table 1-1. Please consider changes 83 noted in previous the 23.3 plifg Us-137 PR, and storage of the waste in a CERCLA Storage Area
COHNMICHS, unti] shipment to the disposal faciliy”
The last bullet will be revised to, “Institutional controls will be required based
upon the resnits of confirmation sampling &t the completion of the remedial
action.”
& 2.6 Numbser 3 P24 A HWD should determine “where” waste genersted from a remedial action will The second sentence in Bem #3 was revised as suggested to, “This will determine

RN

where waste generated from the remedial sotion will be disposed.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLEDESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remedinl Desizr/Remedial Action Work Plan for the Test Aren North Operable Unis §-10, Groun | Sites (Draitl. Fieid Sampling Plan for Remedial
P 1AL BE S

Areg North, Operable Unis 1-10 (Drafth, Waste Maragement Plan for the Test drea North, Operable Unit 1-10 Group | Sites Remediod Action {Draft)

DATE: June 5, 2000

REVIEWER: _[DHW/DEQ

ussion are not clear. A suggested revision of the fifth
sentence would be; “Where confirmation sampling of the excavated arcas
indicates that contamingtion greater than the FRG remains below the 3 foot
depth, these areas will be backfilled with 0.5 fect of clean native fill, compacied,
anid resseded, pending additional work during the Group H remedial action.” Is
the addition of g small amount of soil where comamination is still present afler
the excavation being done 1o reduce any more windblown comamination, and
what will be the fate of these areas during the Group 1 work?

Alse, It 1S ot clear a3 t how this will mpact the tank vicinity surface area.
Reading this section Hiterally, & appears that 3 depression will result that could
facititate infiliration down and around the PM-2A tanks through an area of
potential soif contamination. Please claborate on this,

{he fifth sentence was revised for clarity, and now states, “Where confirmation
sampling of the excavated areas indivates that vontamination greater than the
FRG remains below 3 m (30 8} from surrovnding land surface clevation, these
areas will be backfilled with 0,15 m (0.5 §8) of clean native fill, pending
additional excavation or backfilling during the Group 2 remedis! action”

The commentor 15 correct that this small amount of soil will be placed over
remaining contarinated soll 1o prevent further windblown contgmingtion. This
smatl amount of fill will be excavated during the Group 2 remedial sction and
witi be considered contaminated.

A colummn of Cs-137 soil contamination is already known W existto at least 17 &
with Us-137 consenirations that ars above the FRG of 23.3 pUi/g but that do nod
pose a risk to groondwater. The infiltration may drive the contaminated soil
column somewhat deeper, however, institutional controls will be needed at this
site and preventing this infiltration i3 not necessary.

This ARAR will have footnoie “b” removed and a footnote “¢” will be added

i0 Table 4-4 P42 Table 4-4 lists “Tank Closure and Post Closure Care” (40 CFR 264.19%(a)) with
{ARARS) 3 footote. The footnote siates “This ARAR will not be applicable if a no- following "Tank Closure and Post Closurs Care”™. Footnote “c” will state, “The

ipnger contained in determination is approved by IDHW for the site” However, | compliance sirategy for this ARAR will be sddressed in the QU 1-10 Group 2
there is no plan to sample to the depths necsssary to completely evaluais RINRAWP.” also, the compliance strategy for this ARAR will be deleted and
potentigl releases from the tank. The HWMA/RCRA tanks closure care is MiA will be placed i this column,
spplivable and sapipling must be performed along the sidewalls andfor beneath
the tanks 1o evaluate potential releases from the tanks, As any actions such as
this will be more appropriately associated with the Group I siies Work Plan, this
issue is not necessarily relevant for Group ¥, but needs to be resolved prior to the
issuance of the Group T draft REVRA workplan,

i1 Figure 5- P53 The start and finish for line 49 represents only 22 days for conment resolution This figure was meant 1o represent a working schedule for this Group 1

and incorporation for a primary document, less than half the time provided in the
FEFA/CG. If this figure is meant to represent a working schedule, it should be
stated in the title.

REO/RAWP. An updsted schadule will be provided in the draft final revision of
this docement with project working schedules for post-ROD sampling
{completed), preparation of this RD/RAWP (in progress), and the remedial
action.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

Area Norsh, Operable Uniy 1-£0 (Drafi), Waste Management Plan for the Test Area North, Overable Unit 1-10 Group { Sites Bemediad Action (Draf)

DATE: Iune 9, 2008

REVIEWER: IDHW/DED

4. Attachment D1, page [H-2: The section of AP-42 utilired for calonlating The most recent AP-42 cquaﬁiaiz will .
emissions from unpaved roads that was wilized in the caloulations was dated
G1/95 and 01/96. The most reoent revision, dated 09/98, should be ulilized. The | 5 4y input screen printouts will be provided in the Draft Final revision of this

emission factor, B, is determined by the following equation:

document.
. | y N
PR kis/12 )" (W/3 )
6.2 )
where k, &, b, and ¢ are paticle size speeific.
3. Autschment D2: In order to reproduse the CAP8S-PC modeling caloulations,
sddittonal input parameters such as Run Options, Source Data, and Ag Data
should be included. In addition to this infbrmation, the met data {WMDFILES)
for Test Area Morth should also be included.
14 Appendix G P.GI-7toGE-8 | WRRTF-13 Post-ROL: Sampling Pata and BRCA Analysis Groundwater class 2 was chosen for the modet based upon significant INEEL
Based on the results of the RBCA analysis in Appendix G, DOE states groundwater modeling experience. Groundwater class 2 flow iz at g rate of

elsewhere in the document {see Specific Comment 5) that “no excavation will be | spproximately | fiday. Actual Snake River Plain Aquifer flow at the INEEL is
performed at the Fuel Leak site. However, in reviewing the RBCA print-outs in | known 1o be approximately 4.5 day. Oroundwater class 2 is 2 more

Appendix G, the following problems associated with the analvsis were found: conservative assumption o use than the true known fow rate, Tn the June 27,
2000 confirence call with Mr. Bruce Wicherski of IDEQ, the groundwatsr class 2
assumnption was discussed and agreed to be acceptable for use in the Appendix G

3 Pg - ¥ vt Pothweovicl i e s comg 5 Sl
O Page G1-7, Complete Puthiway(s) and Rowie(s) of Exposure, itis indicated tn | o000 .

the “Protection of Groundwater” category thal the groundwater is a class 2. This
is not correst, Groundwater in the Snake River Plain aquifer is a Class 1
groundwater,

Page 7 of 14 July 21, 2000
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DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

DATE: hune 8, 2800

REVIEWER: _1DHVW/DEQ

14 {vont}

On Page GI-8, Exposure Parameiers for Rowtes of Exposure, the “Bxposure
Frequency” for the days of exposure per year were cut 1o 180 days which it
states ave the Tier 1 defoull parameters. This is incorrect. Table 6-1 of the Idaho
RBCA manual provides “350 days” for a Tier | defanh for the exposwre
frequency.

it is recommendad that the parameters that were wied be reviewed, and the
model be rerun with the suggested changes and submitted again for DEQ
FEVICW.

The commentor is corract that Table 6-1 of the Idabo RBUA manual provides
350 days for a Tier 1 defanit for the exposurs frequency for surficial soil.
However, the ldaho RBCA mods! uses 180 days for 2 Tier | defhult for the
exposurs frequency for surficisl soll, B was confirmed with My, Bruce Wicherski
of IEQ during the June 27, 2000 conference call that 180 days for a residential
seenario, and 40 days for a commercial scenario sre the comect numbers for
sarficial soil,

No changes were made to the RBCA model. The Juns 27, 2000 conference call
with Mr. Bruce Wicherski of IDEQ provided guidance on several aspects of
fextual explanation provided as page G-1 in Appendix . This page will be
revised for the drafl final revision of this REVRAWP.

Field Sampling Plan

is

{3engral

Discuss the fact that there appears 10 be no discussion of the sampling or
snalyses for the portion of Snake Avenue adjacent to TSF-06 that will be
surveyed for contamination. This omission was also noted in the RD/RA
Workplan, This discussion would be pertinent to several sections of thig
docwment, g8 in the RIVRA Workplan.

This FSP primarily addresses confirmation sampling at TSF-06 Ares B, and also
that portion of TSF-06 that extends undemeath Snake Avenue. Plosse note in
Table 3-1 that soil sampling undermsath Snake Avenue is discussed and i3
included with the TSF-06 Area B sile. The conwnentor is corvect that information
regarding pre-excavation sampling is not included in this FSP, and should be
inclnded to identify arcas undemeath Snake Avenue that exceed the FRG.

A new first paragraph will be added to Section 1.1.1 that stales, “Pre-excavation
sampling undemeath Snake Avenue will be conducsed during the remedial action
o determine the extent of contamination and the volume requiring excavation.
Sampling will be conducted afier the removal of the Snake Avenue asphalt
adiscent 1o TSF-06 Area B. The asphalt will be scanned by radinlogical control
(RADCON] personnel to determine whether it is contaminated. The Cs-137
contaminated soil underneath the asphalt will be located and delineated using 2 3-
step sampling approach to identify areas with Cs-137 concentrations greaier than
the finst remediation goal (FRG) of 23.3 pCifg. The Hist two sampling steps
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

BOCUMENT TITLE/BESCRIPTION

Lesion/Remediad Aotion Sampling and Field Screering of Group § Sites ot Waste Area Group §, Operable Unit 1-10 (Lvaft), Cperations and Muinsnance Plan for Test

Aren North, Operable Unit [-70 (Draftl, Woste Management Plan for the Test Area Norsh, Operable Unit 1-10 Growp | Sites Remedial Action iDraft)

BATE: June 8, 2000

REVIEWER: IDHW/DEG

Tt is assurned that the Beld soreening and soil sampling described throughout tis
document, such as in Section 6.0 for example, is for verification or confirmation
of the Reomedial Action reeting the FRG, However, the namrstives on this point
are not always clear, and 4 minimal addiion of et explanation would help &t
fimes it explatning exactly what will be accomplished by work sach as field
screening of 501l sampling.

The three ohjectives of the FSP are: (1) determine areas undernesth Soake
Avenue that reguive excavation o yoeet the 23.3 pUifg Cs-137 FRG, () verify
remadial action excavanion mel the FRO of 233 pCifg Ca-137 st TRF-06 Area B,
including undermeath the Snake Avenue asphadt, and (3} verify remediad action
exsavation met the FRG of 23.3 plifg Cs-137 ot TSF-26 in the Group |
excavalion (o a maximum depth of 3 m (30 8) below surrpunding land swrface
{remaindsr of TSF-26 will by addressed in Group 2 remedisl action). All
samphing will be performed for Cs-137 and will use feld scrsening to identify the
“haottest” greas, of arcas with the most Us-137 contanunstion, prior to taking a
ohysioal sample, This Information will be included n Section 1.1 and will also
b incorporated throaghout the docament to ensure the purpose of the sampling is
very closy.

i £

The Fuel Leak site may not require REVRA sampling, but that is conditionsl
based on the final version of the RBCA modeling (Appendix G of the
Waorkplan) for this site, which continues to be under review,

The commentor is correct that B is not yet finslized whether the Fuel Leak site
will not reguire remedial schion and subsequent RIVRA confirmation sampling.
However, afler conversations with DEQ RBCA personned, the project team
believes the RBCA model is scowrate and that it verifies the site does not requirs
remedial action and subseguent RDMA confirmation sampling.

Section 1.1.4 will be modified io stats, “The Fuel Leak site (WRRTF-13) will not
require REYRA sampling because site concentrations are below risk-based levels
deiermined from the State of Idaho Risk Based Corrective Action (RBCA}
guidance. Details of the RBCA analysis are further discussed in Appendix Gof
the {rroup | Remedisl Design/Remedial Action Work Plan (RD/RAWPY (DOE-
113 2000}, Thersfore, the Fuel Leak siie (WRRTF-13) will not be sddressed
further in this FSP.”
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLEDESCRIPTION:

___________ mestial Design/Bemedial dction Work Plan for the Test Areq North, Operable Unit 1218, Group 1 Sites {Drafil, Field Sampling Plan for &
Desien/FBemedind Action Sempling and Field Screening of Growp I Sites af Waste drea Growp {, Operable Unis $-18 (Drafth, Overations aad Maintenance Plan for Test
Areg North, Qeerable Unit 1-10 (Dvailh, Waste Management Plan for the Test Area North, Coerable Unis 110 Group [ Sites Remedial Action {Draft)

BATE: June 8, 20600

REVIEWER: _IDHW/DEQ

211

The comments for this section are the seme as can be found for Specific The major portion of the triangniar ares st TSF-06 Ares B was remediated during

Comnent 4 of the RD/RA Workplan, Briefly, the namative describing the the OLf 10-08 removal action, and the remaining contamination 1s in & rectanguiar
contaminated arcas and the corresponding areas on Fugure 23 do not necessarily | pattern along and under Snake Avenue, o5 indicated in Figure 323 However, the

consur; the discussion appears 1o infer that the apparent site boundaries ars the eommmenior is correct thal Section 2.1, 1 and the shaded ares ol TSF06 Arsa B do
same 28 the area of contamination to be remediated, but Figure 23 indicates 8 nt necessarily concur,

rectanguiar (shading) area to be remediated.
Figure 3-3 will be revised in this FEP (o indicate the irlangular shape hounded by
Snaks Avenue on the south and formed by the former ratlroad track furniable on
the north, the track on the cast, and the road on the west will be shaded and
fabeled TSFE-06 Ares B, A additions! isbel will be used 1o indicate a differently
shaded area {the rectsngnlar area currently shown sz TSFE-06 Ares B in Figure -
33 that 15 the remaining contamination & TSF-06 Area B, This shaded area will
als include the section of Snake Avenue adiacent to TSF-06 Area B. It i
correct that only the remaining contamination al T3F-06 Area B will be

remediated.
i9 2.3.1 Becond 227 The last part of the first senieace, “which inchudes polentially underneath the The dirmensions given sddress both the TSF-06 Area B contamination and the
Paragraph adiacent road, Snake Avenue.” is not clear and necds to be revised. potential contamnation that may exist in the soil under Saske Avenue.

This senience, which is now moved up into the end of the Grst paragraph of
Section 2.3.1, will be revised to, “Although pravious removal actions wers
sxecuted in the Soil Contarmination Area South of the Turntable onder DU 13-06,
Cs-137 contamination remains within an approximately 30.5- by 152.m (100- by
500-8) area, which includes potentially contamiaated soil underneath the
adjacent Snake Avenue.”
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PROJECT BOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remedial Design/Renndicl Action Work Plan jor the Test Area North, Goerable Unit 110, Growp 1 Sites (Drafth, Field Sumpling Plan for Remediaf

Areg North, Operalls Unit [-10 Sralt), Waste Manggament Plan for the Test Area North, Operable Unit 1-18 Growup 1 Sites Remedial Action {Druft

DATE: Jupe 8, 20060

REVIEWER: IDHW/DEQ

2.3.2 Seson

Paragraph

)

Ihe significanse of the depth of §-2§% for the “remaining surface soils™ is not
understood. The depth in the WT o be potentially remediated is consistently
referred 1o as approximately § (0 38 bgs, Please clartfy,

This paragraph doss not adequately address the curvent natore and extent of
contamnation st TSF-26, which is the intent of this section. Thersfors, this
paragraph will be vevised o, “Contaminated soil was removed at the PM2A
Tanks in 1996 as part of the GU 10-06 removal action. Thize soif stockpiles and
the wooden box remained at the PM-2A Tanks site following the OU 10-06
reprval action, During OU 1-10 post-ROD sampling conducted in March and
Aprif 2000 at the PM-2A Tanks, it was deternined these stockpiles and woodso
box erested an occupational hezard to TAN workers due to windblown spread of
sontamsination. The stockpiles and wooden box were placed in soil bags to
eltminate the possibility of windblown contamination. The soil bags were moved
o 3 CERCLA Storage Aren at the Radioactive Parts Seourity Storage Arsa
{RPSSA), which is within the AOC for both TRF-26 and TSF-06. Post-ROD
radinlogical sampling further identified areas within the PM-2A Tanks site that
arg grester than the 23.3 pCifg Cs-137 FRG. Purther informstion sbout the post-
ROD sampling activities are desoribed in Section 2.9 of the Group 1 Remedisl
Destgn/Remedial Action Work Plan (RIVRAWP) (DOE-ID 260037

Operations And Maintenance Plan

21

3.1, fifth
seniense

3-1

The fast part of the sentence, “... bypothetical current or future residential
scenario” should be changed to “.. hypothetical current induserial or future
residential scenario”.

Institutional control determinations in the OU 1-18 Record of Decision were
based upon risk less than 1E-04 for current and finture indusirial scenarios, and
also for curncnt and future residential scenario. Although i 15 undersiond that
DOE will manage the land use at the INEEL for the next 100 years, this in itself
is a form of institwtions! control, by restricting the land use to industrial,
Therefors, institutional control determinations stso considered current residential
seenarios.

This sentence will be changed o, “Institational controls will not be required if aif
contaminated media are removed 1o basalt, if contamination concentraions are
comparable to local backeround values, or i residual concentrations are less than
or equal {o a 1E-04 risk-based soil concentration for 3 hypothetical current or
future residential scensrio, or corrent or futare industrial scenarin (DOE-D
1999,
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLEDESCRIPTION:

Comprehensive Remediol Derign/Remedial Action Work Plan for the Test drea North, Onerable Unit 1-10, Growp { Sites (Draft), Field Sampling Plan for Remediad

DBATE: hune 9, 2000

sentencs

3-1

REVIEWER: [DHW/DEQ

Plzase explain the significance of the year 2071 i terms of the year samipling is
1o be performed 1o determing if the Dispossl Pond can be relessed for
unrestricted land use.

The average concentration used in the RVFS to evaluate the

izposal Pond (TRF-
07) site was 14.5 pCifg. The samples from the site were taken fom 1988 10
1981, The Cs-137 concentrations in the Dsposal Pond will decay to soceptable
levels for unresiricied fond use (2.3 pCi/g) in 80 years. Sinoe the last samples
were taken in 1991, 80 years from 1991 is the vear 2071, Therefors, the average
concentrations in the Disposal Pond are expected to decay 10 2.3 pClig by the
yesr 2075, The sampling that is described for vear 2071 will confirm thal the site
is avatiable for unrestricted land use, and that the limited action was successtl,

The sentence will be revised to, “Selected sampling will be performed at the
Disposal Pond in Year 2071 {date when average concentrations fiw Us-137 are
expected to decay to 2.3 pCifg for unrestricted land use} to determning i the site
can be released for unrestrivted Jand use.”

ot
et

Thers appears 10 be a lack of specificily in this section, and the following
sections, under “Reporting Requirements”. Rather than go into detail on this,
refer to for exampls the squivalent sections in the O&M Plan for TRA, OU 2-13,
specifically Section 4. Inspection and Maintenance. In this section can be found
“Fable 4-2 Summary of the CU2Z-13 inspaction schedules™. This table
summnarizes both the inspections (what will be inspected} and the frequency per
the specific inspections, This example of specificity is more informative than
what is presented in the OU 1-10 G & M Plan.

Section 5.1 is intended 1o provide the reporting requirements for inspection
sctivities and should not ineluds information about the frequency or type of
inspections. Rather, Section 4.2.1 should contain this information. Therefore, to
revise Section 5.1, the first two paragraphs will be moved and placed In Section
4.2.1 and the revised Section 5.1 will contain only the last paragraph of the
section, which discusses the nspection reporling requirements. Table 4-1 was
modeted after the OU 2-13 O&M Plan and s designed to give the inspection
schedule for OU 1210 sites.

Waste Management Plan

24

351 Last
paragraph

The discussion for TSF-06 Area B (specifically sentence 3 of this paragraph) is
not congistent with the RD/RA Workplan nor the Field Sampling Plan i that
there is no reference to an FRG of 2.3pCVg as a clean-up goal thet will prectude
the use of instifutional controls at this site. Plsase changs or explain why this is
different.

The FRG of 2.3 pCifg for TSF-06 Area B that was in the RD/RAWP and FSP
were incorrect and will be modified to 23.3 pCife. Through post-ROD sampling
a1 TSF-06, it i3 beHeved that 2.3 pCig could not be achieved & preciude the use
of institutional controls. Therefore, the FRG for TSF-06 Ares B, as stated in the
ROD, is 23.3 pCVg, and institutional controls will be sequired.

Mo text was modified.
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PROJECT DOCUMENT REVIEW RECORD

DOCUMENT TITLE/DESCRIPTION:  Comprebensive Remedial Design/Remedind Action Work Plan for she Test dreg Noreh, Querable Unit 1-10. Group I Sites (Draftl, Figld Sampling Plan for Remediv!

Area North_Operable Unit 1-10 (Draft), Waste Monagement Plan for the Test Areg North, Operable Unit 1-10 Group I Sites Remedial Action (Drafth

DATE: June 8, 2000 REVIEWER: [DHW/DEQ

314 33 and 3-4 This discussion is very comprehensive in that it presents a complets picture of i text in Section 3.1 .4 will be delsted exvept the tast paragraph.
the work that may occur a8 WRRTF13, including the potentisl excavation and
iand farming of the dicsel contaminated soils, and subseguent confinmation
sampling. However, the last paragraph of this section on page 3-4 should stale
that the sampling and excavation may not be required based on the results of the
RBCA evaluastion. The outcome of that evaluation is still pending the review of
Appendix O of the draft RD/RA Winkplan.
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